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Judge Gerhard Gesso 11 
Federal District Court 
Washington, D. C. 

Pear Judg'O GesBoll: 



In ray Civil Action 2^'yj-JO you awarded a summary j ud gcnant to the Govern- 
ment in oil or in part based upon an affidavit by the Archivist of the United 
States, Dr. James Rhoads. In the pre-court actions 1 alleged perjury to 
Dr. Rhoads and charged that the Government violated its own regulations a.I 
the law and used both and the Kennedy name as part of a large campaign, of 
propaganda, the result of which was to deny ma ay rights, to deny freedom of 
information and access to official evidence. 

Whca you, the Government and Dr. Rhoads ignored this charge of perjury, v! i.ch 
is a crime and actionable, because I am not a lawyer and do not wish to is josa 
any burden upon the court, as a layman may without so intending, I presses' 
this no further. However, there are recent developments which, in my vie-.:, 
bear directly upon this and the denial to me of my rights. It is another 
contrived Government campaign of propaganda in which for at least the second 
time there was an exclusive ’'leaK 1 ' to the Hew Yorx Times and one importer in 
particular, Mr. Fred Graham. I bolievo this again addresses perjury and the 
intent to perjure in your court, I enclose a copy of Mr. Graham’s story of 
yesterday. I do not propose to address all the falsehood and propaganda in 
it. However, I thinx you should Know that this story was followed by sate, ra- 
tion treatment by the electronic media. 

One paragraph in j>articular addresses jay allegation of perjury, the . euial 
to me of my rights ana what I regard and hope you will com to regard as aa 
imposition upon you and the processes of justice. I have ro&rxed it in ret.. 

It reads: 

"Dr. Lattlner was allowed to see other items that have boon shown to only ' 
a few persona but have not Isle] been hidden from nongovernment experts. 

These include tho President's bloody and bullet -punctured clothing, the sole 
[sic] bullet found after the shooting and the President’s bacK. brace." 

You ray recall that it is for pictures of this clothing that 1 sued. 

The Archivist swore lie was prevented from providing copies under the terms 
of a so-called letter agreement that is in evidence in this case, C.A.25GJ-YO, 
as in his affidavit from which I shall quote. It may helx> your under stun ding, 
to Know that Dr. Lattirter is a urologist and that the President’s urine, 
urinary tract and anything related to either was not a concern of the 
President’s Commission or any of the evidence and is entirely unrelated to 
the assassination or its investigation , Yet ha was given exclusive accesc- 
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The regulations of the National Archives relating to these materials veca 
specially drawn. 1 introduced them into evidence after they were denied me 
by the National Archives, which later, verbally, confessed to me where it 
guessed I had obtained them, that guess being correct. They were misrepre- 
sented to this court. Subsequent to the hearing, under date of July 6, 1971, 
they wore revised. Applicable ut tu# time of the hearing was this language of 
Paragraph y t 'In ; the event the axiating photographs do not meet the. needs of 
the researcher additional photographic views will be made, furnished, with 
extra charges "for unusually difficult or time-consuming photography . " After 
my suit the following language was added, determining, 1 submit, guilt in 
misrepresentation to this court: "The clothing of President Kennedy will not 

be 3hown " (emphasis added) but photographs, of which no copies will be supplied, 
will be shown. . Authority for this change is again attributed to the much- 
belabored contract, five years late. 

As best a layman can, I feel this warrants the allegation that to the charge 
of perjury that of the intent to defraud me of my rights seems not unwarranted. 

I think this also represents u' further imposition upon this court and the 
processes of justice. And I believe that when the clothing Itself is made 
available to a urologist of all things when copies of pictures of the official 
evidence are denied a qualified researcher under the contract, despite all the 
swearing before you that this is impossible and precluded and is not and cannot 
be done, there remains no reasonable question of intent. 

What could be expected arid what was given in return by this person to whom 
an exclusive copyright on public property was given is amply illustrated in 
Mr. Graham's story, the third paragraph of which reads, in reference to what 
he had been shown: they "eleminate any doubt completely" about the 

validity of the Warren Commission's conclusions that Lee Harvey Oswald fired 
all the shots that struct the President". 

Palpably, nothing shown Dr. Lattimer could by any stretch of the imagination 
do this. No autopsy pictures and X-rays, no clothing, including back brace and 
Ace elastic bandage, even if "tightly wrapped" in a "figure 8 through "the 
President's "crotch and around back of his buttocks, can in any way prove who 
fired what or how many shots. This is propaganda, the quid pro quo the 
exclusive, of the violation of law, regulation and contract, the purpose of 
what I think are the perjury and fraud of which I was victim, to make this 
evidence first available to an apologist. 

Were this not enough recompense,, there remain such things as the unspeakable 
obscenity, the utterly false charge that the Kennedy family denied the film to 
the "members and staff officials of the Warren Commission." This is to victimize 
the innocent survivors of the innocent victim of the monstrous crime, as -1 charged 
in the pre-hearing papers, but another and no less despicable misuse of the 
Kennedy name . 




I apologize ior this new taking of your time, However, I do believe a 

viSima r commi t ted , before your court, that I am among the 
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Idoro than ever now do I want to 
court above would provide help. It 
■i ile an affidavit in forma pauperis 
all promptly. 



appeal your decision . You told me the 
lias not and I cannot learn why. I did 
and all otter papers that were sent me. 



Sincerely, 



ccc: Mssrs Rhoads, Marshall, Martin 



Harold Waisberg 




